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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
(Directorate General of Anti Dumping & Allied Duties) 

INITIATION (REVIEW) NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 14th July, 1998 

Subject: Initiation of review of antidumping duty imposed on acrylic fibres originating in or exported from Thailand. 

38/4/97/ADD. —M/s. Thai Acrylic Fibre Co. Ltd. has filed a petition before the Designated Authority under title Cus¬ 
toms Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 and Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on 
Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, requesting review of the anti-dumping duty recommended by 
the Designated Authority (referred to as Authority hereinafter) vide notification No. 202 dated 14th Oct., 1997 on all exports Of 
acrylic fibre by the company. 

I 

1. Exporter involved : The present investigations relate to exports of acrylic fibre by Thai Acrylic Fibre Co. Ltd. 

2. Initiation of Aiitl-Dumplng Investigation : The Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 and the Rnles made 
thereunder require the Authority to review, from time to time, the need for the continued imposition of Anti 
Dumping Duty recommended. The petitioner has furnished sufficient prima-facie evidence that the dumping 
margin assessed earlier by the Authority has changed and has argued that the anti-dumping duty recommended 
by the Authority on the goods exported by the petitioner is required to be removed. 

3. The Authority having been satisfied that there is a need for review of anti-dumping duty on exports of acrylic 
fibre by Thai Acrylic Fibre Co. Ltd. considers that the anti-dumping duty imposed by the Central Government in 
pursuance to the recommendations made by the Authority vide notification No. 202 dated 14th Oct., 1997 on 
exports of acrylic fibres by Thai Acrylic Fibre Co. Ltd. needs to be reviewed at this stage. 

4. Having decided to review the final findings notified vide notification No. 202 dated 14th Oct., 1997 with regard 
to Thai Acrylic Fibre Co. Ltd., the Authority hereby initiates investigations to review the need for continued 
imposition of the anti-dumping duty on all exports of acrylic fibres by Thai Acrylic Fibre Co. Ltd. in accordance 
with the Rules supra. 

5. Period of Investigation : The period of investigation for the purpose of the present review is 1st Jan,, 1997 to 
30th Sept., 1997. 

6. Submission of Information : The exporters and importers known to be concerned and domestic industry are 
being informed separately to enable them to file all information relevant in the form and manner prescribed. Any 
other party interested to participate in the present investigation may write to; 
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The Designated Authority 

(Directorate General of Anti Dumping & Allied Duties) 

Government of India 
Ministry of Commerce 
250-A, Udyog Bhawan, New Delhi-110011 

7. Time Limit: All information relating to this review should be sent in writing so as to reach the Authority at the 
above address not later than 40 days from the date of publication of this notification. If no information is received 
within the prescribed time limit or the information received is incomplete, the Authority may record their find¬ 
ings on the basis of the facts available on record in accordance with the Rules supra. 

RATHI VINAY JIIA, Designated Authority 
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